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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because legal phraseology "means", 
"said" and the length is exceed 150 words. Corrections are required. See MPEP 

§ 608.01(b). 

2. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that 
the abstract not exceed 150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract 
on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology 
often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be avoided. The 
abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether 
there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure 
describes," etc. 

3. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 
Page 2, line 6, substitute "sanction" to - - transaction - -. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Drawings 

4. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a) because they fail to show 
46M and 46R as described in the specification. Any structural detail that is essential for 
a proper understanding of the disclosed invention should be shown in the drawing. 
MPEP § 608.02(d). Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(d) are 
required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any 
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amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the 
immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The 
figure or figure number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If 
a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the 
replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered 
and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several views of the 
drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the 
renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date 
of an application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or 
"New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121 (d). If the changes are not accepted by the 
examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in 
the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Objections 

5. Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

Re claim 1, line 7, substitute "a ticket" to - - the ticket - -. Line 17, substitute "the 
printed ticket" to - - a print ticket - -. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 1 -1 0 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the claims 
objection(s), set forth in this Office action. 

7. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: 
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The prior art of record, taken alone or in combination, fails to teach or fairly 
suggest the arrangement of a method of issuing a ticket paid for with illegal payment 
means during a transaction between a user and a ticket machine, at the end of which 
transaction the machine issues a ticket to the user in exchange for payment using 
payment means, the machine including means for detecting illegal payment means, the 
method comprising the steps of paying for the ticket by the user using a payment 
means; checking that the payment means used are regular, by the machine; if the 
payment means are checked as being regular, printing the ticket, during which a regular 
ticket is printed on a blank ticket or medium; issuing the ticket to the user; and 
especially the limitations of if the payment means are checked as being illegal, a print 
ticket is marked in such a manner as to enable the marked ticket to be distinguished 
from a regular ticket during an inspection operation as recited in claim 1 and further 
limitations of its dependent claims 2-10. 

The cited references Wilder (US 5,408,417) teaches automated ticket sales and 
dispensing system is customer operated to provide tickets for various entertainment 
evens, travel, etc. The system also accepting payment means such as cash, credit 
card, personal check, etc. (see figs. 1-11). Wilder further teaches the system detecting 
or checking the payment means (cash) to determine if they are illegal (counterfeit). 
Beaty (US 5,682,819) teaches method of issuing or altering ticket to make the ticket 
less vulnerable to fraud by marking the ticket as void before it may be canceled (See 
figs. 1-3 and column 1 , line 65 to column 2, line 35). Behm et al. (US 6,736,324) 
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teaches ticket with barcode to further enhance security (see figs. 1-3B and column 1 , 
line 65 to column 2, line 39). 

However, without benefits of applicant's teaching, there is no motivation to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify/combine 
the various features of prior art in a manner so as to create the claimed invention. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 
accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tuyen Kim Vo whose telephone number is (571 )270- 
1657. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 7:30a.m. - 5:00p.m., 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Steven S. Paik can be reached on (571) 272-2404. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Tuyen Kim Vo/ /Thien M. Lei 

Examiner, Art Unit 2887 Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2887 

*** 



